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meetings between Drs. Bielekova and Webster were by chance during industry conferences66 

which included social pleasantries and generic updates exchanged between professionals. 67 No 
aspect of these meetings was improper. To the contrary, they are the common interactions typical 
of colleagues looking to find solutions for debilitating diseases. 68 

Dr. Webster explains that these discussions are helpful to fostering cooperation, synergy, and the 
exchange of ideas among professionals. Further, they are integral to advancing the communities' 
understanding of challenging diseases.69 There is no similar organization to the NIH in New 
Zealand that would provide similar guidance to entities attempting to find effective treatment for 
MS,70 and Dr. Webster understands that part of Dr. Bielekova's role at the NIH is to have just 
these types of meetings that foster communication and the exchange of information.71 

As Dr. Bielekova explained regarding the meeting with Dr. Webster, "[w]e always help people 
.... We do that a lot. Because we are a national resource, we do it a lot to pretty much anybody. 
If an investigator would call me today and say I am designing a phase two trial for progressive 
MS, could you help me, chances are I would help."72 As she explained, guidance from leadership 
in her division "has always been that we need to share our expertise freely."73 In short, the 
"community of scientists and clinicians attempting to treat MS shares a mutual obligation to 
exchange information that might help advance [the] understanding of the disease and how to 
potentially treat it."74 As Dr. Bielekova elaborated, "it's in my interest, interest of NIH and 
interest of everybody to help with development drugs for this disease, because the societal need 
is so humungous, right? So, I mean I would feel that it's part of me being a federal employee to 
foster such ... to give that knowledge so that companies can develop [e]ffective drugs."75 Dr. 
Webster likewise confirms that Dr. Bielekova gave no special treatment and did not undertake to 
do any actions to benefit Innate.76 In reality, Dr. Webster, and Rep. Collins, had an obligation to 
involve NIH in the studies conducted by Innate, and NIH welcomed the information as an 
important aspect of its mission. 

OCE's suggestion that this highly common type of educational and scientific collaboration is 
somehow untoward fails to recognize the very nature of the mission of institutions like NIH and 
entities like Innate. Rep. Collins simply facilitated one such connection-integral to advancing 
the communities' understanding of challenging diseases-that is in the public interest. There has 

66 Id. ,r,r 17; 22. 
67 Id. ,r,r 17-18; 23-24. 
68 Id. ,r,r 20; 26. 
69 Id. ,r 27. 
70 Id. ,r 29. 
71 Id. ,r 28. See also note 59, supra (the mission of NIH is, among other things, to "foster[] communication of 
medical and health sciences information"). 
72 Transcript oflnterview of NIH Employee 2, May 10, 2017 at 17-3509 _000140:37, 146:19-21. 
73 Id. at 146:28-29. 
74 Webster Declaration ,r 30. 
75 Transcript oflnterview of NIH Employee 2, May 10, 2017 at 17-3509 _000149:35-150:4. 
76 Webster Declaration ,r 31. 
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been no showing, let alone a substantial reason to believe, that a violation of House rules and 
standards of conduct occurred. 

Conclusion 

As detailed above, Rep. Collins' has been open, honest, and at all times above-board in fulfilling 
his duties as a Member of the House of Representatives. His ownership of stock, role in, and 
connection to Innate is no secret. As an investor in Innate and advocate oflnnate ' s mission he 
lauded the company, its science, and its goal of finding a treatment for a crippling and deadly 
disease. 

This review was spurred by unfounded accusations that trace their origin to political opponents, 
including Rep. Collins' fellow Member from New York. Each of the original complaints lodged 
by Rep. Slaughter and others have been discounted or demonstrated to be without merit and, as 
discussed herein, the remaining issues that OCE did review are equally without force. OCE, and 
this Committee, should not be manipulated in this manner or used as a forum for political 
crusades such as that being pursued by Rep. Slaughter in her mudslinging campaign to seek a 
personal vendetta. Despite an exhaustive review, OCE has presented no compelling support for 
its conclusion that substantial reason exists for belief that a violation occurred. The uncontested 
facts, common sense, and the law all support the conclusion that OCE's recommendation should 
be rejected and this review concluded. 

E. Mark Braden 

cc: Patrick McMullen, Esq. 

Encls. 

Trevor M. Stanley, Esq. (via email only) 
Kendall E. Wangsgard, Esq. (via email only) 



Declaration 

I, Representative Chris Collins, declare (ce11ify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that the 
response and factual assertions contained in the attached letter dated August 14, 2017, relating to 
my response to the July 14, 2017, Committee on Ethics letter, are true and conect. 

Signature: 

Name: Representative Chris Collins 

Date: ltf , 2017 
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